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Tue Jewish Expositor for May, 1823,* has inserted a commu- 
nication signed CHarves, in answer to a pretended Jewish com- 
munication under the signature of nox ani Hohab Emeth (A Lever 
or TrutH) inserted in the Expositor of March preceding. This 
Expositor is sent to me, I must suppose, as an answer of my expla- 
nation of Isaiah vii. 14. in No. 2 of the Jew. I must 
notice, that by a note contained in the Number, it appears to have 
been in the hand of a transcriber of some religious work ; and the 
name of F. W. Porter is on the cover. I rather am inclined to 
think it has gone the rounds ofall the... .. ian religious publica- 
tions in New-York, none however have had manly daring sufficient 
to notice Cuartes. Indeed, if the Jews in London dared write 
plain, even Charles would not have had the temerity to appear thus 
in print. I, however, will consider it, and trust with God’s blessing 
to confute all his objections to ‘my explanations of the 14th verse 
of the 7th chapter, (supposing it sent to me for that purpose.) | 

The first objection is in these words: 


“In the first place, observe the end for which the prophecy was delivered. It was 
to assure Ahaz and the house of David, that God would preserve them from the pre- 
sent danger of invasion by Rezin and Pekah. The nature and extent of this alarming 
evil are declared in verse 6, wherein these confederate kings are represented as saying, 
‘Let us go up against Judah, and vex it; and let us make a breach therein for us, 
and set a king in the midst of it, even the son of Tabeal.’ They designed to remove 
the family of David from the throne, and to introduce another dynasty. This would — 
be contrary to various declarations, whereby the supreme authority in Judah, was 


* Published in London. 
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promised to the Davidical line. Ahaz was the representative of the house of David, 
and, although a wicked prince, was assured of the divine purpose to prevent the 
accomplishment of the designs of his enemies. The security of the family of David 
depended upon the covenant which God had made with David himself, to render 
their enjoyment of the throne perpetual. ‘I have made a covenant with my chosen, 
I have sworn unto David my servant; Thy seed will I establish for ever, and build 
up thy throve to all generations.’ Ps. lxxxix. 3,4. Now the Messiah, in whom the 
promise of eferna/ dominion is to be fully verified, had not appeared, and therefore no- 
thing could prevail to deprive that family of the supreme power. Isaiah consequent- 
ly gives, in the first place, an express assurance of divine protection in the present 
emergency. ‘Thus saith the Lord, It shall not stand, neither shall it come to pass.’ 
Verse 7. He declares next, that God would confirm this assertion by a sign, either 
in heaven or in the earth, provided Ahaz should supplicate such an attestation; 
* Ask thee a sign of the Lord thy God; ask it either in the depth, or in the height 
above.’ Verse 11. This the king refused todo; and then, in the last place, the pre- 
phet refers to the grand and principal hope of the Jews in all their distresses, and de- 
clares that God himself would hereafter give them a sign, even the miraculous con- 
ception of a virgin, who should bring forth a son, and call his name Immanuel, God 
with us. 

“ The promise of Messiah was indeed the source of consolation to the family of Da- 
vid and the people of the Jews, in their various national distresses. They were told, 
on occasion of the Assyrian invasion in the reign of Hezekiah, that the Lord would 
defend Jerusalem for his own sake, and for his servant David’ssake. Under the Ro- 
man yoke, they comforted themselves with the expectation of this promised deliverer. 
And, even to this very day, the hope of Messiah’s coming hath been indulged by 
them, and formed the only cheering ray to light their gloomy path through the va- 
rious countries in which they have wandered. 

“ From the end and objeet of the prophecy before us, we conclude the fitness and 
suitability of a prediction of the Messiah. He is mentioned last by Isaiah in his con- 
ference with Ahaz, because the Davidical covenant had peculiar reference to him, as 
the Branch, the King, the Ruler, for whose sake, and until the time of whose appear- 
ance, the family of David should continue to possess, in a greater or less degree, the 


regal power.” 

All this fog will, perhaps, condense to a small mist, and if we 
can only be fortunate enough to gather it without losing the parti- 
cles by exhalation, we may possibly get a single drop to moisten 
our parched tongue; we may, perhaps, discover what CuaRrves 
has in view with all this froth. Then ‘the end of the prophecy was 
to assure Ahaz, and the house of David, that God would preserve 
them from the present danger, and that there should be no other 
dynasty introduced till the Messiah should come ;” and the reason 


assigned is, because “this would be contrary to the various decla- 
rations, whereby the supreme authority in Judah was promised to 
the Davidical line.” ‘ Now the Messiah, in whom the promise of 
eternal dominion is to be fully verified, had not appeared; and 
therefore nothing could prevail to deprive that family of the su- 
preme power.”—“ From the end and object of the prophecy before 
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us we conclude the fitness and suitability of a prediction”—of this 
being a prediction—* of the Messiah. He is mentioned last by 
Isaiah, because the Davidical covenant had peculiar reference to 
him as the Branch, the King, the Ruler, for whose sake, and until 
the time of whose appearance, the family of David should continue 
to possess, in a greater or less degree, the regal power.” 

The force of this objection, or rather the meaning, for force 
there is not in it, is, that Emanuel must intend the Messiah : because 
God’s covenant with David had peculiar reference to the Messiah, 
and because he had not yet come; therefore the regal power must 
yet remain in the house of David, for till his appearance the family 
of David should continue to possess, in a greater or less degree, 
the regal power. ; : 

And now let me ask, when did this Messiah come? .... . ians 
will immediately answer 1823 years ago, and the person was Jesus 
of Nazareth. 

Again, I must ask, when did the family of David discontinue to 
possess, either in a greater or less degree, the Rega Power? And 
to this I answer, in the eleventh year of the reign of Zedekiah, 
since which time the house of David have had no regal power ei- 
ther greater or less ;—about 2220 years ago, consequently about 
400 years before the coming of Jesus of Nazareth. During or with- 
in this time, two different dynasties, not of the house of David, 
held in a greater or less degree the regal power; to wit, the 
Maccabean dynasty of the house of Levi, and after them the He- 
rodean, from the house of Esau, who were not even of the house of 
Israel; so that facts, stubborn facts, entirely overturn the premises 
on which the argument is bottomed ;-—for, according to this, Jesus 
could not have been the Messiah ; he came too late by about 400 
years. 

The second objection is in these words : 


“ Secondly, consider the nature of the sign which was offered to Ahaz in confirma- 
tion of the prophetic assurance of safety to Ahaz and his family. M)* means a mire- 
culous sign. It intimates something above the common course of nature; some- 
thing to be effected by the special, the peculiar, the infinite power of God. Ahaz re- 
fused to ask a sign, and theretore the Lord God himself promises to give an extraordi- 
nary token,—such as should exceed any thing that the king could have requested, 
either in heaven above, or in the earth beneath. {I am aware that DN is used in the 
llth verse, to express that which Ahaz was invited to ask; but still the peculiar 
manner of speech in verse 14, seems to imply such a miracle as would have entered 
into no other than the divine mind to conceive. * The Lord himself shall give you a 
_ sign?’ ¢. ¢. the Lord of his ewn accord shall manifest a miraculous and signal prodi- 
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gy, which, as to its nature, contrivance, and ewecution, could be attributed only to his 
infinite wisdom, and power, and mercy. 

“ The original 8171 ‘358, or, as it is in twenty-five manuscripts, nine of which are 
ancient, 8171 7111", is correctly translated, ‘The Lord himself ;’ and the force of the 
expression is the same, though not quite so explicit, even according to the rendering 
of your Jewish correspondent, who would read it, ‘He to you.’ We are therefore 
authorized and required, by the solemn language of the prophet, to trace the sign 
which was to be given, fo the Lord himself, as its sole originator, contriver, and author, 
in EVERY SENSE, and in EVERY RESPECT. And the truth of this will appear, while 
we inquire further into the nature of this wondrous and singular miracle. 

“It was to consist in this, ‘ A virgin shall conceive and bear ason.’ The hinge of 
the whole controversy appears to me to turn upon the subject of the predicted con- 
ception. She is expressly calleda virgin. Your correspondent would read nooyn, 
‘this virgin,’ supposing Isaiah to allude to some female then present; and he after- 
wards suggests, that this virgin was the betrothed wife of Isaiah. Now upon this 
conjecture it may be observed, that there is no mention made in the history of the 
presencé of Isaiah’s wife, or of any female, who can be supposed to have been meant 
by the term mooyn. We are particularly informed that Shearjashub, the son 
of Isaiah, was with him on the occasion; andsurely, if the wife of Isaiah were really 
the subject of the prophecy; if she had actually been present with him at the time, 
it is reasonable to believe that some notice, more evident and determinate than the 
use of the article 7% would have occurred in the history. The particle 7) means 
the, as well as this; and the former signification is more suitable to the whole sense 
of the prophecy than the latter. ‘ Behold, the virgin shall conceive.’ Isaiah seems to 
refer to the same person who is spoken of in the first promise of mercy, recorded Gen. 
iii. 15, where she is called ‘the woman, whose seed should bruise the serpent’s head. 
And it is observable that the same particle occurs in that place, prefixed, indeed to 
another word, (nwxn) but pointing out the same favoured individual. The reve- 
lation of God’s purposes is gradual ; and the page of prophecy, like the shining light, 
increases in distinctiveness and brightness, until the event predicted is almost exactly 
delineated before the view of the humble and devout student of the lively oracles of 
inspiration. Hence the mother of Immanuel was at first denominated, in a more ge- 
neral way, WNT, the woman, and then, as the time of his birth drew nearer, she was 
called more specifically myn, the virgin.” 


‘mx, oth, means a miraculous sign.” What a learned man this 
Charles is! Let us, then, translate a few of the places where the 
word mx, oth, is used, miraculous sign, instead of sign or token. 
Exodus xxxi. 13. ‘* Ye shall keep my sabbaths, for it is a miracu- 
. lous sign between me and you ;” that is, the sabbath is a miracu- 
lous, and a signal prodigy. Again, verse 17. ‘ Between me and 
the children of Israel it is a miraculous sign for ever.” The sab- 
bath is, then, here declared a miracle out of the course of nature. 
Circumcision is also called nx, oth, consequently it must mean 
the miracle of the covenant, out of the common course of nature. 
The rainbow is also called ns oth, Gen. ix. 12. This is the sign of 
the covenant ; this must be miraculous, and out of the common 
course of nature. The reflection of the rays of the sun on the bo- 
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som of a cloud, or mist, causing the appearance of the rainbow, is, 
atcording to this, out of the common course of nature. A most ex- 
cellent objection! When the children of Israel were to kill the 
first paschal lamb in the land of Egypt, they were ordered to 
sprinkle some of the blood on their door-posts, so that the destroy- 
ing angel might have a sign to pass over to the next house where 
there was no blood sprinkled, to slay the first born. This blood 
so sprinkled is also called nx oth. Then it ought to be translated, 
“And the blood shall be to you for a miracle on the houses where- 
in you are.” Ex. xii. 13. And in um. ii. 2. the word is used in 
the plural, nnx2, byothoth, and ought, then, to be translated, “ Eve- 
ry man of the children of Israel shall pitch by his own standard, 
with the miracles of their father’s house,” instead of with the énsigns, 
as translated in the bible. And in the places where we are com- 
manded to wear philactaries, as Ex. xiii. 9. they are also called 
ne oth. ‘ And they shall be to you for a miracle on your hand.” 
Again, verse 16, “ And they shall be for miracles on your hands.” 
And, indeed, it is almost a miracle that they are yet worn at all. 
But I begin to think it is no miracle at all, that neither the 
cigepeums ian Observer, ......ian Herald, nor Israel’s Advocate, 
afforded the frivolous production of our right reverend Cuares a 
place in their papers, but rather concluded to try whether I would 
not give ita niche in mine! and they have their desire! To return. 

The difference between xm 37% adonay hu, or xn “Nn, being pro- 
nounced alike, I can have no business with. Since I have never 
seen Nox IK, the Lover of Truth, and the Rt. Rev. gentleman does 
not quote him, I cannot defend him; I defend my explanations in 
No. 2 of the Jew. Besides, Charles appears, even here, to be on 
the weak side; for he has to take shelter behind a battery of twen- 
ty-five manuscripts, some old and some new, none of which are 
yet allowed correct. . 

His next objection is to n24yn hangalma ; and this, he will have, © 
meant and intended our mother Eve. ‘Isaiah refers to the same 
person who is spoken of in the first promise of mercy, ‘ the woman,’ 
whose seed should bruise the serpent’s head.” Now this is really 
conclusive! a supposed reference, because the particle 7 hy is used 
in both places, although the noun differs ; for he will have the n hy 
to mean the ; and, as the same particle is made use of in both pla- 
ces, in Genesis and Isaiah, although in Genesis she is called nwxn 
hahisha, and in Isaiah hangalma, the same, favoured individual is 
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intended. Here let me inform ......ians, that there is no such 
passage in Genesis, as “‘ The seed of the woman shall bruise,” &c. ; 
and I should be obliged to any one who will show me those words. 
In what .,....ianscall the first promise, it is the personal pro- 
noun he that is used. And again, it is a curse and heavy judg- 
ment, instead of a promise—a curse of hatred and enmity between 
two of God’s fallen creatures and their respective progenies. 
But say that Cuartes meant that Mary was intended in Gene- 
sis, instead of that Eve was intended in Isaiah, (for I do not wish 
to have it supposed I purposely mistake him ;) in that case, I ask, 
was there no enmity between the seed of the serpent and the seed of 
Eve, before Mary came into the world? And wherein doth this 
particylar enmity of Mary towards the serpent consist ; and where 
can we read any thing about it? I mean her particular enmity to 
the serpent, more than the rest of the human family. And wherein 
hath the serpent particularly bruised or bitten ; or is he yet to bruise 
or bite Jesus’s heel? And why, if the same favoured individual Ma- 
ry was intended, why not, at least, use the same noun in both pla- 
ces, as well as the same article, or particle—the observable particle, 
as our CuHaRLEs Calls it? And I should like to know whether the 
melting heat, and the chilling frost, are one and the same thing, 
because it is observable that the same particle is made use of in 
both expressions? And J would, in truth and seriousness, ask 
my ......ian brethren, whether they have any hopes that such 
arguments will convert the Jews; or whether they would be wil- 
ling to change their religion for any other, on the strength of such 
frivolous observable articles being made use of in two places, join- 
ed to different nouns, and only because a Cuarzss tells us “ Isaiah 
SEEMS to refer to the same person ?” 
The next objection raised by our CuarzEs is, 


“And it is of great importance to observe, that my strictly and properly, and, in 
scripture language, exclusively signifies a pure virgin. The word occurs but seven 
times in the Old Testament; viz. Gen. xxiv. 43, Exod. ii. 8, Ps. lxviii. 25, Cant. i. 
3, vi. 8, Prov. xxx. 19, and lastly, Isa. vii. 14. In the five former texts, it is unques- 
tionably descriptive of a virgin. Concerning the application of the term in Prov. 
xx. 19, questions have been agitated, as if 73:5}'3 there, meant an adulteress. But 
the thing, of which Agur professes himself ignorant, is the way a bad man employs 
to corrupt and seduce a virgin from her state of purity and chastity. Now then, such 
being the signification of the word, in every place where it occurs, we have no warrant 
to suppose that it means any thing besides a virgin, strictly and properly so called, in 
the passage under consideration. The wife of Isaiah was nota virgin, for she had al- 
ready borne him a son,evenSheerjashub, But if this be denied, (which I think can- 
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uot be done with any colour of truth) she could not have verified the prediction of a 
person in a state of virginity conceiving, because we are informed in chap. viii. 3, that 
Isaiah went unto the prophetess, and she conceived and bare a son. Is there any thing 
miraculous in such a circumstance as this? The conclusion to which Christians have 
arrived, is therefore the only one that can consist with the particulars of this remark- 
able prophecy; and I would earnestly and affectionately intreat your Jewish corfes- 
pondent to consider with seriousness, with candour,and with prayer,such as the Psalmist 
offered, when he cried, ‘Open thou mine eyes that! may behold wondrous things out 
of thy law,” (Ps. cxix. 18.) for divine instruction ; whether it can be fairly applied to 
any other than the Virgin Mary, who, before she had known man, did conceive and 
bring forth a Son, who is really, and shall one day be acknowledged universally, ‘ The 
light of the Gentiles and the glory of his people Israel.’” 


I trust I have sufficiently shown and proved, in No. 2 of the 
Jew, by examination of all the above enumerated seven texts in 
the Old Testament, as Cuar.es chooses to call the scripture, that 
nny alma does not either strictly, properly, or, as I said, perforce 
and of necessity, signify virgin; and also, so far from exclusively 
signifying virgin, there is another word which is always used when 
perforce and of necessity a pure virgin is intended. But our 
Cuartes brings no proof, he only asserts, when on my part I 
have proved 71n3 bythula is the only and exclusive, proper name, 
invariably used when a pure virgin is meant, or where it is in- 
tended to impress an idea of a virgin proper. And I will here add, 
that nina bythula is the word among Jews commonly made use of 
to express a virgin, and that n2>y alma, whenever used, is not con- 
fined to a virgin, and that in every shtar kythuba, article of mar- 
riage, of a virgin, the word bythula is invariably used, and if 
otherwise is by accident supposed, it is invariably expressly men- 
tioned in such writing of the article of marriage. 

And here our worthy Cuar_es ventures an assertion dangerous 
to the cause he espouses,—that the word m2>y3 bangalma, in Pro- 
verbs, does not mean an adulterous woman ; for he says, ‘‘ But the 
thing of which Agur professes himself ignorant is, the way that a. 
bad man employs to corrupt and seduce a virgin from her state 
of purity.” But is it not apparent, from the words of the text, 
that the thing of which he professes himself ignorant, is, whether 
a man has been with the woman or not? Does he not expressly 
tell us so, when he says, ‘ She eateth, and wipeth her mouth, and 
says, I have done no evil,” no man has been with me, although a 
man has, in truth, been with her, and neither Agur nor any other 
can discover it? Now this is not the case with a virgin, of whom . 
it may be discovered whether she has bythulim or not—whether a 
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‘man had been with her or not ; so that bangalma here is applied 
to an adultress, as I said in No. 2 of the Jew—a married woman, 
who plays her husband false. For the single woman cannot be 
NaN mynaefeth, an adulteress; she may commit fornication, but 
not adultery. The text is this: Proverbs xxx. 18. “There be 
three things which are too wonderful for me, yea, four, which I 
know not: the way of an eagle through the air, the way of a ser- 
pent upon a rock, the way of a ship in the midst of the sea, and 
the way of a man bangalma. Such is the way of an adulterous wo- 
man; she eateth, and wipeth her mouth, and sayeth, I have done 
no evil.” Now the word translated which are too wonderful, is 
wD) niflihu, they are hidden, and ought to have been so transla- 
ted; Three things are hidden from me. And in enumerating them, 
the first is the way of an eagle in the air. Agur, who was a natu- 
ralist, might have easily accounted for the principle of the buoy- 
ancy and motion of a bird. The way of aserpent upon a rock: the 
motion of the serpent by contraction and expansion was also. 
known. As to the way ofa ship, the power of the lever, by the oar 
or sweep, as well as the use of sails, was weil known in those days ; 
for Solomon had a fleet that sailed from Ezion-Gaber. And 
lastly, the way of a man with a woman, or maid, if it intends what 
Cuarzes will have it, “ The way that'a bad man employs to cor- 
rupt and seduce,” I am sorry to say, has been ever too well known 
to the generality of mankind, to be hid from the thoroughly expe- 
rienced Solomon, the undoubted author of the book of Proverbs ; 
for, even supposing Solomon not to be the son of Jaka, he is 
the collector of the aphorisms, proverbs, or wise sayings, and as 
such he gives it to us, not with the intention of exposing the igno- 
rance of Agur, but as a wise saying, and that the several ways 
above enumerated not being at that time known; so that the ways 
must intend other than what Cuarues will have them to signify. 
Now when an eagle has passed through the air, a serpent over the 
rock, or a ship through the water of the sea, when out of sight, there 
is no track left by which we can discover that an eagle, ship, or ser- 
pent has gone through. So also is it with the way of a man with 
a woman; nothing is perceptible whereby we can pretend to forma 
proof, or even a suspicion, of the truth of the woman’s assertion to 
the contrary; for she utterly denies it. But as with a maid, or 
unmarried woman, it might not remain hid, but become palpably 
plain, as was the case with Tamar, the daughter-in-law of 
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Judah ; there was a necessity for Agur or Solomon to explain 
what kind of an n»>y alma he meant, to wit, an adulteress, a 
married woman, in whose power it remains to plead, the child is 
of my husband ; I have done no evil : and it is utterly impossible 
to discover, with such an one, the way of aman. She is secure 
from detection ; but a virgin is not secure. Should she get with 
child, it 2s discovered ; and even if that should not be the case 
with her, on marriage her husband will, with less experience than 
Soloman had, discover it. As such n0%y alma, here, cannot mean 
virgin, or maid, nor even widow,—but a married adulteress, as I 
have shown in No. 2. 

The earnest and affectionate entreaty of Cares, that the 
Lover of Truth should consider with seriousness, with candour, 
and with prayer, such as the Psalmist offered when he cried, “Open 
thou mine eyes, that I may behold wondrous things out of thy 
law,” (Ps. c. xix.) I must beg leave, with as much seriousness and 
affection, to reciprocate to all my ......ian readers, that they pray 
to the Lord, and to him only and alone, that they may be enabled 
to cast off the prejudice of education, if they have it, and be al- 
lowed to see the plain meaning of the law and prophets ; and not 
by looking for hidden, mysterious and wonderful explanations, to 
lose the plain letter ; to take away from them the face of the cover- 
ing cast over all nations ; that he rend the veil from them, which 
he has spread over all people, that they be enabled to understand 
the book of the vision of all ; that he take away the covering 
which is over their prophets, rulers and seers; (and which I fer- 
vently myself pray, hope, and trust, and in confidence rest in as- 
surance he will do ;) when they sincerely repent the distresses their 
ancestors have caused Ariel and Jerusalem; when they no longer 
persecute Israel ; when they no further seek the hurt of him whom 
God hath bruised. Isaiah, xxix. 10—14. 

The next objection is to the word 7, hara, that it is future, 
in these words : 


“ A few words only are necessary with relation to your correspondent’s remarks 
upon 7%, which our translators render, ‘ shall conceive, but which he would take in 
the past tense, and read,‘ hath conceived.’ In reply to this I would oppose the autho- 
rity of the Seventy, who have given a future signification to 771, and translated it 
ev Aaspe ynperat, shall conceive. Again, if the conception had already taken place, and 
the virgin, who had conceived, were actually present, as (IX IK supposes; then 
how could it be said, that the Lord would afterwards give a sign? And where is the 
propriety of using the future tense }J", ‘he shall give” Would it not, in that case, 
have been more consistent with truth and perspicuity, for Isaiah to have said, “ The 
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Lord himself hath given you a sign; behold, this virgin is pregnant? But the fact is 
this, the past tense is used, according to the prophetic style, to intimate that the event 
predicted was as sure of accomplishment as if it had already taken place. Instances of 
this usage are frequent in the prophecies. I shall only refer to what is written con- 
cerning Cyrus in Isa. xlv. 1, 4. and concerning the sufferings of Messiah in Isa. liii. 
The attentive reader will perceive that the past tense occurs in both these chapters, 
wherein future events are evidently described. 

“ What is observed upon the case of Manoah’s wife does not agree so exactly with 
the miraculous sign mentioned in the passage before us, as your correspondent 
would have us to imagine. The wife of Manoah cannot properly be considered as a 
virgin ; and her barrenness is not to be compared with the natural impossibility of a 
virgin conception. It is by no means uncommon or miraculous for a married woman, 
who may have been sterile for a season, to ‘become the joyful mother of children.’ 
There is no need of supernatural agency to accomplish this. Neither does ‘py imply 
the incapability of child-bearing, which would require for its removal the interposi- 
tion of divine power as could at all be construed to amount to a prodigy, that might 
attract the attention, and remove the incredulity of persons the most careless and 
sceptical.” 

Is it not a bare assertion, without proof, to say 7 hara is 
future, because the Greek septuagint have so translated it? is the 
translation of the seventy authority against scripture itself? In 
that case you will read with them—The brick shall waste, and 
the wall shall fall ; for so they have rendered the text, instead of 
*‘'The moon shall be confounded, and the sun ashamed,” as the 
English Bible has correctly rendered. Js. xxiv. 23. And are you 
all prepared to render hare, little feet, because they have done so? 
have I' not in No. 2 sufficiently proved that mn hara is present 
tense, and is that state from after the conception till the birth ° 
Certainly the reverend gentlemen who edit the several religious 
papers in New-York, have acted wisely in not noticing Cuar.es. 

As to the word jn" yetine, he shall give, being future, (and who 
will go about to deny it?) Buthad God yet given the sign to the 
house of David and the inhabitants of Jerusalem? When the pro- 
phet said } yetine, will give, he indeed was about giving it, but 
had not yet done it ; therefore the future is correct. But after the 
birth of the child he uses the present tense, are for signs, Js. viii. 
18. Cuarwes’s mistake and the ......ian mistake is, they take the 
conception for the sign; when the child, the youth was the sign ; 
and therefore they stumble and fall, are snared and broken, as 
prophecied of them by Isaiah ch. viii. 15. 

The objection taken in regard to the wife of Manoah has no- 
thing to do with it; no sign is there spoken of ; and it does not 
apply to any thing I have said in No. 2, or elsewhere : and her 


barrenness was cured by supernatural agency. 
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Whether ‘py akar does or does not imply incapacity of child- 
bearing, such as would require for its removal a signal interposi- 
tion of Providence, I have considered in No. 2. In regard to the 
mother of Samuel, it certainly did both require and receive it 
without other means ; for with her there was an utter and con- 
formational incapacity of conception: ‘the Lord had shut up 
her womb.” But with the mother of Samson, | have shown it 
was otherwise ; it was only constitutional ; and if she was cured 
thereof by means, those means were pointed out to her by an angel 
of God, whose appearance for that purpose to her, as well as to 
her husband, was certainly a signal interposition of Providence. 

Next comes an answer, as it were, to an objection against the sign 
as understood by ...... ians; that is, that a virgin, to wit, Mary, in 
her virginity should conceive. The objection is, in this case, it 
could not be a sign to Ahaz, because Jesus was not born till 490 
years after Ahaz, till after the fulfilment of the prophecy for the 
fulfilment of which the child was given as a sign. ‘The objection 
is pretendedly answered in these words: 

“ But it is objected, that it is unreasonable to conclude, ‘ that in order to cure Ahaz 
and the house of David of their most incomprehensible infidelity, God would give 
them, asa sign of his omnipotence, and of his truth, an occurrence which was not to 
take place for centuries after.” In answer to this objection it may be remarked, that 
this miracle was not given as a peculiar sign or token of their present deliverance, 
considered separately from, and exclusively of the aggregate salvation of the Davidi- 
eal line in times of trouble. It was only a token of present deliverance, inasmuch as 
that deliverance was connected with, and formed a part of the whole series of divine 
interposition for the safety of the house of David. Ahaz himselfhad before refused 
such a peculiar sign as was applicable only to the existing emergency. But God here 
assigns a reason, in general, why he would not suffer the enemies of the family of Da- 
vid to prevail. This reason was founded upon that great work to be accomplished in 
after times, through means of one of that favoured family, who should, in the strictest 
sense,‘ be born of a pure virgin.’ ” 

Whether the sign was given as a token of present deliverance 
only, or a sign of the aggregate salvation of David’s line, is: not 
the question ; for at all events there was a necessity that the child, 
who was to be the sign, should be living at the time of the fulfil- 
ment of the prophecy, called by Curves the present deliverance, 
as I have showed in No. 2. “ For before the child shall know to 
refuse the evil and choose the good ; the land that thou abhorrest 
shall be forsaken of both her kings.” So that the child must have 
been born, and very young, not one year old, when the land was 
forsaken of both her kings ; all which happened in the lifetime of 
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Ahaz, as | have shown in No. 2; and therefore the child Emanue! 
must have been born in the time of Ahaz; and therefore Emanuel 
cannot be Jesus, who was not born till 490 years after the death of 
Ahaz. Whence Cuarues gathers, that Ahaz refused asking a 
sign, because the one offered was not for a purpose general enough’to 
his liking. That it was “sucha peculiar sign as was applicable only 
to the existing emergency,” I cannot see ; for it is not in the text. 
One thing is certain : the prophet Isaiah did not so understand 
him. Ahaz said “1 will not ask, neither will tempt the Lorn.” 
This is all the text tells us the king said; and the prophet under- 
stood him as wishing to insinuate that there was no necessity for a 
sign, as he firmly believed the prophecy without ; and therefore 
requiring a sign of God would only be tempting him. This the 
prophet knew was hypocrisy; for he really did not believe at 
all ; and that his intention was to circumvent, deceive, or, as the 
prophet calls it, weary the Lorn: as such Isaiah answered the 
king—“ It is a small matter for your to weary men, but will ye 
weary my God also?” Do you think ye can deceive God with 
this hypocrisy, with this pretended piety? By this it appears that 
it was the prophet’s opinion that Ahaz only refused asking a sign 
through hypocrisy, and not from the reason assigned by Cuar es. 

“ Again, it may be replied, that instances are not wanting of circumstances, future 
in their accomplishment, being made signs of the divine favour and power in present 
events. Thus we read in Exod. iii. 12. ‘Certainly I will be with thee: and this 
shall be a token unto thee, that I have sent thee: When thou hast brought forth the 
people out of Egypt, ye shall serve God upon this mountain.’ The worship of God 
upon mount Horeb, which did not take place until some time after the deliverance 
of Israel from Egypt, is here specified as a token whereby Moses might be certified that 
God would be with him, and had sent him upon the difficult and dangerous errand to 
Pharaoh. Thisis a future event made a sign of the divine favour and protection in a 
present emergency. How this can be we may perceive, if we consider the token to 
have the force and truth of a promise. God engages that a virgin shall conceive and 
bear a son; he pledges himself to work this great miracle. If he can do the grealer, 
is he unable to do the lesser ? if he can perform so wondrous on event, is he without 
strength to rescue the family of David from the dangers which surround them? And 
if he be God, then must he be faithful to his engagements; for truth is an essential 
attribute of Deity. Hence the sign having the nature of a promise, was calulated to 
assure the Jews of a deliverance from Rezin and Pekah, although the virgin concep- 
tion might not take place until ages afterwards.” 

{It is very surprising that the question does not occur to ......- 
ians, Of what use was this sign to Moses? or, Is there the least 
necessity here fora sign at all? Moses must certainly have known 
that God sent him ; for he was inspired by God. What occasion 
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then for a sign, to prove that to Moses which he must have known 
without a sign? Again, does a man who is inspired need any 
proof that he is so? And is not inspiration of the first degree more 
convincing than a mere acccidental contingency ? And although it 
may be said with some colour of plausibility, that the fulfilment of 
the prediction of a prophecy is a proof of the inspiration of the 
prophet ; even allowing this to be correct, it can only be a proof 
to others that the prophet who foretold the fulfilment was inspired. 
But to himself it is no proof at all; for, as before said, his inter- 
nal evidence of inspiration must exclude all minor proofs by con- 
tingencies : and if Moses needed a sign to prove to him that God 
sent him, in the present instance, the sign should have been present 
also. J say it is surprising that such questions do not present 


themselves to ...... ians. Somehow or other, a something, or 
a certain set of ideas have got possession of the minds of ......- 
ians, or the minds of ...... ians have got possessed of a certain 


set of ideas, excluding all fair criticism on religion or scripture. 
They complain of the blindness and stubbornness of the Jews, the 
while they are, unfortunately for themselves, and for the world, so 
utterly blinded and infatuated with the spirit of deep sleep, as not 
to be able to form a correct judgment in the plainest and most ob- 
vious parts of scripture. I know itis from the Lorn: still the. .....- 
ian is my brother; and although, perhaps, personally abused by 
him, I cannot but lament his hard, his unhappy, his miserable state 
and situation : and with fervour repeat, as I have been taught by 
Moses, in the words of the song, “‘ Oh that they were wise! Oh 
that they understood this ! Oh that they would consider their latter 
end!” Since, however, lamentation is useless, I will essay to ex- 
plain the design, purpose, meaning, and intention, of the sign. 
Moses stood in the presence of God, commissioned as a prophet 
to Israel, and ambassador to Pharaoh. ‘ Gonow, and I will send 
thee to Pharaoh. And thou shalt bring my people, the children 
of Israel from Egypt.” Exod. iii. 10. His commission was there 
fore double : first, to Pharaoh; second to the children of Is- 
rael. Pharaoh was what all tyrannic persecutors of God’s people 
have since been, a cruel, wicked, and overbearing, proud man. 
The children of Israel may be supposed to have then been, what 
they since have been, and are now, an oppressed, abused, persecu- 
ted, cautious, wary, reasoning people. Considering the different 
characters of the parties Moses would have to deal with, far dif- 
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ferent methods would be, or rather were necessary to be taken with 
each. As to Pharaoh, nothing but mere force, the heavy hand or 
power of God, and that well laid on, would be sufficient with him 
to oblige, to force him by coercion, to let the people go: and the 
plague sent him was sufficient, and the fittest mean, and answer- 
ed the end intended. But with the children of Israel it was other- 
wise ; for the end intended was diflerent: no less was intended 
than to convince them of the truth of revealed religion. As aman 
of talents, as a prudent, an able commander, they might have been 
willing enough to place themselves under his command, on his 
obliging Pharaoh to free them from bondage. They might also, 
through gratitude for so signal a service, have been willing to ac- 
knowledge him as their king: and this authority once attained 
might have been maintained. But this was not the purpose de- 
signed : with them the purpose was no other than to convince their 
minds of God’s truth, of the verity of revealed religion ; and no- 
thing short of immediate inspiration to themselves was adjudged 
sufficient, in the first instance, to bring about a thorough convic- 
tion of that truth on their minds. The case being thus situated, 
Moses is permitted to plead, “‘ Who am I, that I shall go to Pha- 
raoh ; and that I shall bring forth the children of Israel from 
Egypt.” v. 11. Such different talents are requisite to bring about 
this compound mission, which I do not possess, Who am I to do 
this? My own abilities are not sufficient for so difficult a task. 
God now informs him in the words of our text. ‘ And he said I 
will be with thee, and this shall be the sign that I have sent thee : 
when thou hast brought the people from Egypt, ye shall wor- 
ship God on this-mountain.” As far as concerns Pharaoh, I will 
be with thee; my might, my strength, my power will be with you 
to assist you against the tyrant. But as to the convincing my 
people, you will put them off till they come out of Egypt : when 
they shall worship me on this mountain, I will convince them : and 
therefore the sign is future ; because, as regarded the belief of the 
inspiration of Moses, the proof that GOD had sent him did not take 
place in their minds and understandings : they were not convinced 
thereof till themselves were inspired at Mount Sinai. Let us con- 
sider the language they used on that memorable occasion, that 
glorious contingency. ‘‘ This day have we seen that God doth 
speak with man, and he doth live.” Deut. v. 24. We are now 
convinced of the truth of revelation, having been ourselves inspired. 
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This was the only sign that could convince them: and after that 
they could no longer say, ‘“‘ The Lord has not appeared to you.” 
Exod. iv.1. This was the sign, and the conviction followed im- 
mediately. But the sign was not intended to convince Moses that 
God had sent him ; for he was certain of it at the time; only for 
Moses to give the people. When we shall worship God at Mount 
Sinai, then you will be convinced that God has sent me. Conse- 
quently this sign was not to prove, in the present instance to Mo- 
ses, but to prove to the people after, that God had sent Moses—that 
revealed religion was correct and true—‘ That God doth speak 
with man :” it became a sign, after they worshipped, and not before. 
They being, or having been inspired, was a sure sign that revealed 
religion was true,—and that God did send Moses,—that he was 
truly inspired. The sign, therefore, was not future, and the 
thing to be proved by it past. The thing to be brought to proof 
followed after the sign : convincing the minds of the children of 
Israel.* But Cuarves will have it that “ the worship of God upon 
Mount Horeb, which did not take place till some time after the 
deliverance of Israel from Egypt, is here specified as a token 
whereby Moses might be certified that God would be with him, 
and had sent him upon the difficult and dangerous errand to Pha- 
raoh :” whereas it really does not at all concern his mission to 
Pharaoh,—and was only to prove to the children of Israel, that 
God inspired Moses : to convince them of the truth of revelation, 
that it was not a mere pretence,—and which did not take effect till 
after they had worshipped God at Horeb. But be this as it may 
or as you please, Cuarxes, the case is not in point; for the sign 
Emanuel was to have been living at the time of the fulfilment of 
the prediction, before shown : “ before the child shall know,” &c. 
He must have been born, but very young. You are, as it were, 
bound down by the prophet, and cannot get loose. 


“ Lastly, your correspondent supposes the name of Immanuel to have been ‘given 


* When Moses asked of God what name he should call him to the children of Is- 
rael, he was ordered to call him 7778; and this the bible translators have rendered 
IAM. But wherefore they have taken this unwarrantable liberty, I cannot divine; 
for Iam bold to say, any Hebraist will tell you the word is] WILL BE. And al- 
though Moses receives the information that his name is THE LORD, the Hebrew of 
which signifies past, present, and future—Essential Existence—still, the name given 
for the children of Israel was only future —I WILL BE has sent me to you; mean- 
ing thereby, at present I cannot convince you of the truth of revelation, but when you 
shall have gone three days journey in the wilderness, you then wil be convinced. 
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merely as an evidence of God’s truth, and that God would still be with his peopie, 
notwithstanding their infidelity and backsliding.’ He intimates its aplication to the 
son of Isaiah, with whom his betrothed and virgin wife was then pregnant. But this 
cannot be true, unless that child had two names ; for in the third verse of the following 
chapter, the child whom the prophetess bare is called, not Immanuel, but Maher- 
shalalhashbaz. The reason of this name is added, ‘For before the child shall 
have knowledge tocry, my father, and my mother, the riches of Damascus and the 
spoil of Samaria shall be taken away before the king of Assyria.’ (Ver. 4.) This 
child, therefore, was called py a name significant of the speedy ruin of Samaria and 
Damascus; for Mahershalalhashbaz means ‘ haste to the spoil.’ And this appellation 
seems to confirm the opinion of the Rev. G. Hamilton, whose paper called forth the 
animadversions of your Jewish correspondent. 

“ May the discussion of this important prophecy be conducive to the eternal welfare 
of that son of Abraham ; and may He, whois the fountain of wisdom, enlighten the 
minds both of Jews and Christians to understand his sacred word, so that, laying aside 
all vain and erroneous prejudices and opimions, they may unite in believing in the 
Messiah, through whom alone pardon of sin and admission into heaven can be ob- 
tained, and together exclaim, ‘ Behold, God is our salvation; we will trust, and not 
be afraid: for the Lord Jehovah is our strength and our song ; he also is become our 
salvation.’ ” 


Not having seen either “‘ The Lover of Truth,” or the paper of 
the Rev. G. Hamilton, I can say nothing about them : my business 
is properly with Cares, only, as far as his communication might 
be supposed to bear on my own explanation of the text in No. 2. 
As such, I have no business with the manner of expression, “ vir- 
gin wife.” The objection against two names is frivolous : nothing 
is more common. Solomon was also called Jedediah—Jethro was 
called Rehuel—Joseph was called Saphnath Paneach—Jacob was 
also called Israel—Abraham was also called Abram—Benjamin 
was also called Bononi ; and a vast many others are mentioned in 
scripture, with two or even more names. Nothing was more com- 
mon : and in the present instance, I have shown, in No. 2, to 
which I refer the reader, how the child came to be called by two 
names. Indeed it is not a very uncommon thing, even at this 
very day, amongst us Jews, for a child after being called by one 
name for some time, to receive a second, at the pleasure of the 
parent. And it will be noticed, that both names were significant 
of one and the same event, as I have shown in No. 2. 

And now, gentlemen of the Society for Ameliorating the condi- 
tion of the Jews, is this all that you can either say or show in favour 
of Matthew’s, or the Bible translation of Isaiah vii. 14° Thus 
‘publicly in the face of the world dol again call on you: 


212 ‘prs Ny aw Ay van box 3 1D1w 
“ Answer ye,—let it not be wickedly, I pray,—even answer me, and confess that. 
at least, I am correct in it.”—Joh vi. 29. 
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DEA’S LETTERS. 
(Continued from p. 95.) 


There was not one sect but complained of interpolations and 
additions made to the Gospels ; nay, some sects or parties went so 
far as to reject some one or other of the Gospels, now received as 
canonical ; and others the whole of the New-Testament.* Evuse- 
bius states the story of the woman taken in adultery to be only in 
the Gospel according to the Hebrews ; and consequently must have 
been inserted after his time into the Gospel of St. John. Saint 
Jerom declares, that in his time the story was only to be found in 
some copies. Both St. Jerom and St. Austin complain of the 
great variety of the Latin copies of Evangelists, and how widely 
they difiered from each other.t And they likewise declare the same 
difference in the Greek copies. St. Ambrose says of the Greek 
copies that they were so different as to give rise to many contro- 
versies among them: (and those different copies must necessarily 
occasion different opinions and doctrines.) St. Jerom asserts that 
he found as many different versions as books.{ And as there could 
not be any possibility of distinguishing the true copy or version, 
(had there been one) so every one followed that, which either suit- 
ed with his interest or opinions ; and to this end, every one added, 
omitted, or altered whatever he thought most conducive to his 
ends. 

Origen says, “ We found great difference in the copies, and made 
use of what was convenient out of the Old Testament, making 
use of our judgment in such things, as out of the seventy seemed 
doubtful, and were not to be found in the Hebrew : and in other 
things, inserting and making up the deficiency from the Hebrew.” 
Thus did every one insert whatever they thought necessary, or 
agreeable to their opinions: and every one made use of that copy 
which suited his notions. Thus Grotius declares he made use of 
the Vulgate ; because the author delivers no opinions contrary to 
the faith. Now if liberty has been taken of correcting, interpo- 
lating and altering the New Testament, who will assert and prove 
that they are the genuine writings of those persons whose names 


* Ecles. Hist. lib. iii. c. 39. t Vide ibid. on the word Vulgate. 
+ See Calmet on the word Bible. § Grot. Pruf. Annot. Suds in Vel. Test 
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they bear? ff it should be said that this was done only in mat- 
ters of small importance, I ask what certainty have we, that any 
thing was left untouched ? Surely those who found means of in- 
terpolating and inserting whole passages, would rather do it in 
things which, in their own conceit, were of greater consequence, 
and which they might do either by the omission, transposition, or 
additior of a word, the which might contribute towards maintain- 
ing their different doctrines ; more especially in such affairs, as in 
their opinions concerned salvation, than in things either of small 
orno importance. And this was no doubt the cause which gave 
rise to the many different copies, not only of the four Gospels 
which they now have received as canonical, but likewise to the 
many other Gospels, which were received by the different parties, 
without any possibility of knowing the true from the false—(if in- 
deed any of them were true 3) for they could have no other crite- 
rion, than as they more or less agreed with their different systems 
of faith. And for this reason were the four Gospels we now have, 
preferred, or made (accounted) authentic, rather than those reject- 
ed as spurious ; for it is certain no authority appeared in these 
above the others. ‘The ancient heretics,” says Calmet, “‘ began 
generally with attacking the Gospel, in order to maintain their er- 
rors : or excuse them. Some rejected all the genuine Gospels—(that 
is, those which the councils declared such)—and substituted such . 
as were spurious in their room. Others have corrupted the true 
Gospels ; and have suppressed whatever gave them any trouble, 
and have inserted what might favour their erroneous doctrines.” 
Thus the Nazareons corrupted the original Gospel of St. Mat- 
thew, and the Mercionites mangled that of St. Luke, which was 
the only one they received. The Alogians, seeing their condemna-~ 
tion too plainly declared in St. John, rejected him, and admitted 
only the three other Evangelists. The Ebionites rejected St. Mat- 
thew, and received the three other Gospels. The Cerinthians ac- 
knowledged only St. Mark ; and the Valentineans St. John only.* 
In Origen’s time, Celsus exclaims against the liberty ...... ians 
{as if they were drunk, says he) took of changing the first writing 
of the Gospel, three, four, or more times.+ The Manicheans show- 
ed other scriptures, and denied the genuineness of the whole New 
Testament. Faustus, their bishop, says, “ You think that of all 


* Galmet’s Dictionary on the word Gospel. + Origen lib. ii. Contra. Celsus. 
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beoks in the world, the Testament of the Son only, could not be 
corrupted ; and that it alone contains nothing which ought to be 
disallowed ; especially, when it appears it was neither written by 
himself, nor his apostles ; but a long time after, by certain obscure 
persons, who, lest no credit should be given to the stories they told, 
did prefix to their writings partly the names of the apostles, and 
partly of those who succeeded the apostles,—affirming that what 
they wrote themselves was written by those : wherein they seem 
to: have been more injurious to the disciples of ...... » by attribu- 
ting to them what they wrote themselves ; so dissonant and repug~ 
Nant,—pretending to write those Gospels under their names, which 
are so full of mistakes and of contradictory relations and opinions, 
that they are neither coherent with themselves, nor consistent with 
one another.”* Again the same bishop says, “ Many things were 
foisted by your ancestors into the scriptures of our Lord which, 
although marked with his name, agree not with his faith.”+ The 
Jearned Dr. Mills gives an account of a general alteration of the 
Gospels, so low down as the sixth century.{ He likewise with great 
labour collected and published all the readings of the New Testa- 
ment, which are so diflerent and various, that the learned Doctor 
Whitby declares, that ‘“‘ The vast quantity of various readings col- 
lected must of course make the mind doubtful or suspicious, that 
nothing certain can be expected from books where there are various 
readings in every verse, and almost in every part of every verse.”¢ 
Mr. Gregory, of ...... church in Oxford, declares, that * There is 
no profane author whatever, caterus paribus, has suffered so much 
by the hand of time as the New Testament has done.”|| How wil- 
ling and ready the priests have been to encourage pious frauds, 
and continue impositions on the credulity of the ignorant, need 
not be mentioned. One fact, however, I cannot pass in silence, 
and that is a letter of Cardinal Belarmine, who, with the other di- 
vines, attended the correction of the vulgate, in which he acknow- 
ledges that there are still several faults, which, for good reasons, 
the correctors did not think proper to remove. I shall make no 
remarks on this passage, but shall proceed to a short account of the 
rest of the writings of the New Testament. 

And first—The Acts, which are said to be the work of St. Luke, 


* Angustin, Con. Faustus, lib. xxxii.c.2. § Whitby’s Exam. Va. Lelt. Milli. p. 3, 4. 
* Lib. 33.c. 3. || Preface to posthumous works. | 
t Mills’ Proligon, c. 98. ™ Calmet’s Dic. on the word Vulgate. 
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were rejected by many, particularly the Marcionites and Manichees : 
many others described the acts of the apostles, yet were they re- 
jected,* for the same reason that this was received, that is, because 
it agreed better with the doctrines in vogue than the others. St. 
Chrysostom complains that this book was little known, and that 
the reading of it was much neglected, which shows that even in 
his time it was not held in any degree of authority. In this book 
St. Paul cites a saying of Jesus,t which is not to be found in any 
of the gospels; so that either he had this passage out of some 
spurious gospel, or it has been left out of the present copies since 
his time. Concerning the authority and genuineness of the epis- 
tles there have been many debates, and I think all have been doubt- 
ed and rejected by some party or other, and this for the important 
reason above mentioned, according as they either agreed or disa- 
greed to the doctrines and opinions embraced by the different sects ; 
particularly St. Paul’s epistles to the Hebrews, the epistle of 
James, the second epistle of St. Peter, the second and third epis- 
tles of St. John, and the epistle of Jude. But as the inspiration 
of all or either of them can never be proved, I shall say nothing 
concerning them, but refer you for a more particular account of 
them to Calmet.t 

As to the authority of the Apocalypse, or book of Revelations, 
as its author cannot be ascertained, how is it possible that its inspi- 
ration should? for ‘ Caius, priest of the church of Rome, who 
lived at the end of the second age, seems to assure us that the 
Apocalypse, or book of Revclations, was written by the arch he- 
retic Cerinthus. And Dr mylas, bishop of Alexandria, says, 
‘that some indeed thought Cerinthus to be the author of it; that, 
for his own part, he believed it to be written by an holy man 
named John, but he would not take upon himself to affirm that it 
was really the work of the apostle and evangelist of that name.’ 
The Apocalypse has not at all times been owned to be canonical. 
St. Jerom, Amphilocus, and Sulpitius Severus remark, that in their 
time there were many churches in Greece that did not receive this 
book.”§ 

On the whole, the writings of the New Testament appear to me 
so far from being infallible, or written under the immediate guid- 
ance and influence of God, that I am surprised how it is possible 


* Calmet’s Dic. on the word Acts. $ On the different articles, & word Apocryphal 
Acts xx. 35. § On the word Apocalypse. © 
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that any persons should make them the foundation or basis of their 
religion : for the contrary most evidently appears; and they are 
even destitute of proof that they were written by the persons whose 
names they bear; nor, indeed, does it appear that those persons 
ever wrote any thing themselves. ‘This uncertainty, together with 
the continual alterations they have undergone, makes it impossible 
to credit them even as historians. Moreover, it appears highly 
improbable that any of the writings we now have should be the 
genuine works of the apostles ; because, had this been the case, 
they would have published them as such, and no one would have 
refused them ; they would have been received by all without con- 
tradiction, as every person had it in his power to have satisfac- 
tion concerning their genuineness from the apostle who published 
them. The contrary of all thisis evident. Besides, common and 
usual facts, such as may happen in the common course of things, 
may, and do generally receive credit on the evidence of the histo- 
rian; but it would not be the same, was he to relate things out of 
the common course of probability, or what appeared improbable ; 
for the more extraordinary are the facts which he relates, the more 
extraordinary ought the evidence to be. But this evidence is no- 
where to be had but in the writings themselves, which is no.evi- 
dence; they being destitute of proof: therefore cannot be admitted 
or allowed. 

The only thing which seems probable from the account trans- 
mitted to us is, that there were many who wrote, and, in order to 
give a greater repute to their writings, they published them under 
the names of such persons as should give them a greater degree of 
authority; and, as these writings contained different facts and 
doctrines very opposite and contradictory, so every one chose, and 
made use of such or as many gospels as he pleased or liked best. 
These gospels, as they were in private hands, the possessor did 
not want for opportunities of changing, interpolating, adding, and 
curtailing whatever they thought convenient, or was agreeable to 
the opinions which they had embraced. Under their circumstan- 
ces, it was impossible to have known the true gospels of either of 
the apostles, (had there been any,) because it would have no mark 
of authority, and the true one must have suffered equally with the 
false ; for had there been any mark or criterion by which the true 
might have been distinguished from the false, every one would have 
received it. So that it is plain, either that the apostles did not 
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publish any, or that they fared no better than those which were 
published by others, and were confounded with them. 

It likewise appears to me, that the authors and transcribers 
thought of nothing else but inserting and relating surprising and 
marvellous events, such as would astonish and catch the credulity 
of the vulgar, and also such things as best suited with their preju- 
dices and ~-purposes; for it seems improbable that the apostles, 
whose labours and sufferings are always represented as proceeding 
from their love of mankind, and care of their salvation, should be 
the authors of the writings we now have under their names, and 
which have been the cause of such disputes, discords, hatred, dis- 


. orders, troubles, grievous persecutions, and even wars and desola- 


tions ; and all this occasioned by these very writings; for every 
party authorize their proceedings by them. Surely, if they were 
such persons as they were represented to have been, they never 
could have published or authorized any thing like it, unless they 
were determined literally to fulfil the saying recorded of Jesus— 
‘Think not that I am come to send peace upon earth ; I come not 
to send peace, but a sword;” which sword has been drawn from 
the beginning, and which ......ians have taken care not to sheath. 
It is well for the doctrine of the infallibility of the writings, that 
the ......ian laity, or bulk of ......ians, take it on trust; and that 
few, very few, take any pains, or make inquiry concerning the evi- 
dence of their inspiration and infallibility; and that those who 
make such inquiry are disposed or concerned, either in interest or 
policy, not to publish their thoughts concerning this matter, con- 
tenting themselves with keeping their discoveries secret ; for, was 
the infallibility or inspiration of any writings contrary to these to 
have no better foundation, how would they publish their argu- 


ments against them, and expose their insufficiency ! 
(To be continued.) 
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“'They who spoil thee shall become a spoil, and they that swallow thee up shall be 
removed far away. Thy God will rejoice over thee, as the bridegroom rejoiceth 

over the bride.” ——Heb. Hymn. 

Of all the methods resorted to by the professors of the christian reli- 
gion, to bring the worshippers of the true and only God into contempt, 
that of misrepresenting facts, as to the present and real condition of ow 
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nation, is the least excusable ; for if the worshippers of Jesus of Naza- 
reth really believe in the divine nature of his mission, in his power over 
all hearts, and in the immaculate purity of his doctrines and morality, 
they would require nothing more, in order to give these credence with 
mankind, than to present them to their sight, and leave their operation 
to the ALmicnuty, who turneth the hearts of his creatures as to Him 
seemeth meet. But instead of pursuing this course, we find the mi- 
nisters of the gospel every where tacilly acknowledging the weakness of 
their cause, by attacking the tenets of others, while they forget that, not- 
withstanding what they say about the incontrovertible truths which 
they profess to believe, nearly 2000 years have elapsed since these pre- 
tended truths were first promulgated, without a tenth part of the present 
population of the globe having assented to them ;* and even of that small 
proportion, there are not two to be found who agree on all the points of 
christian doctrine. 

In the number of “ Israel’s Advocate”’ for this month, there is a stri- 
king instance of the spirit to which] allude. The number commences 
with “‘ an extract from a sermon, delivered in Litchfield, on the 14th of 
April, 1823, to the Auxiliary Society for meliorating the condition of the 
Jews, by the Rev. Thomas Marsh, vice president of the society ;” in 
which this gentleman, after making a great parade about the necessity of 
christian union, charity, and the imperious duty of contributing for the 
purpsse of converting our nation, undertakes to give his hearers a state- 
ment of what he calls “‘ real facts in regard to the Jews.’’ One of these 
‘* real facts”’ is, according to him, that ‘ in no part of Europe are they al- 
lowed to hold estates in fee simple.’” Where this reverend gentleman got 
his information, is of little consequence ; for it is a notorious fact, that in 
no kingdom or state in Europe, except in a small district of Saxony, where 
Jews are to be found, but they hold real estate in fee simple. For the 
information of this matter of “ fact’ teacher of christianity, I shall furnish 
him with a few names of individuals belonging to our nation, who are so 
situated. In Amsterdam there are Boas, Cofh, Herring, Davies, S. Ju- 
dah, Asser, Prince, Aamerford, S. S. Israels: In Alkmaar, Isaac Prince, 
I. B. Rapper, De Yong, Cohen, Hays, Simpson, Polak: in the Helder, 
there are 600 houses, about 360 of which belong to the Jews in fee sim- 
ple: in Naarden, in Muyen, in Schedam, and in almost every other town 
and village in Holland, hundreds of Jews reside, who hold estates on the 
same tenure that they are held by the other subjects of the Dutch Mo- 
narch. I confine myself to these places, because I lived in the country 


* Our correspondent ought also to have noticed, that of this tenth part there is not 
a tithe of even nominal believers; and of this tithe there is not a hundredth profess- 
ing church members; and this hundredth are perpetually reminded ‘by their pastors 
of the insecurity of their state, that there are even wolves among them. E. J, 
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for many years, and have a perfect knowledge of the facts. ‘lo enume- 
rate other places on the continent of Europe, would only be showing the 
same result ; and in England it is well known that the Jews who hold 
estates in fee simple are numerous.* 

The motives of these Fathers in Israel, as they are pleased to be 
called, are no way difficult of discovery. The Missionary and Bible So- 
ciety systems having been less productive of late than formerly, they found 
it necessary to resort to some other scheme by which to bring supplies 
to their exhausted coffers. Hence the formation of the Society in New- 
York for the pretended purpose of ‘ meliorating the condition of the 
Jews ;:” and hence the number of auxiliary societies, starting up in va- 
rious parts of the Union, in aid of the “ parent institution.”” On a future 
occasion, with your permission, I shall go more fully into the statements 
set forth by the Rev. Truman Marsh, every one of which are founded on 
erroneous data, and as little entitled to attention as I have shown are his 
** Real Facts in regard to the Jews.” ABRAHAM. 


* T would notice to correspondents, whether it is safe and prudent to be particular 
or personal in any regard. The Jews in Holland are numerous and powerful. They 
are not all rich, but are, asin all the world, in regard to worldly property, as the peo- 
ple among whom they dwell, and of whose population they form a part. Those who 
are rich, and have a confidence in the stability of the government, if they choose to 
purchase and hold fast property in many parts of the world besides the united states, 
are undoubtedly at liberty soto do. “ We are commanded to plant vineyards,” &c. 
and “to seek the peace of the city wherein we dwell,” &c.; but I would ask, is it 
prudent in us to point them out to the rapacious cupidity of the adversary? True, 
they just now talk very flatteringly ; Jews are all in all with them, at present. But 
have we not every reason to mistrust their sudden pretensions of amity? Do they 
not acknowledge they have hitherto acted the part of the ravenous wolf? Is their 
nature, then, changed in reality, or do they join the cunning of the fox and serpent to 
their oldnature? Are they not obliged to alter their tone, in consonance with the 
liberal mindedness of the world, which outmarches them? Such sudden flattery, af- 
ter so much cruel usage and virulent abuse, is very questionable. Why will the minis- 
ters of the gospel of these states identify themselves with the wicked persecutors of Israel 
in Europe? Jews have never been abused in this country since its discovery ; here they 
have never been despoiled or maltreated. All the former preaching concerning 
them has done them but little harm, and nine tenths of the people did not know they’ 
even belonged to the human family, supposing they were a kind of Anthropophagi. 
Why will the preachers o. the gospel charge themselves and the people with crimes 
of which they are entirelyinnocent? Will it not rather tend to lead to the commis- 
sion of those very crimes, than in the least meliorate the condition of either party? If 
the American Society for meliorating the condition of the Jews are serious in their pur- 
pose of converting the Jews, they are called on to come forward manfully. We will 
fairly consider all they have to say in favonr of that religion they wish us to embrace, 
and let the world judge between us. But if they will not come forward, even to de- 
- fend their own religion, the world will pronounce them to be “ blind, greedy dogs, lo- 
ving to slumber,” while I shall accuse them of being convicted sinners, sinning against 
great light and knowledge. Ed. Jew. 
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